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For: 



PREVENTATIVES OR REMEDIES FOR INFECTION 
ANTI-ENDOTOXIN AGENTS, VACCINE ADJUVANTS 
AND GROWTH PROMOTERS 



Assistant Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



RECEIVED 

(iCT 1 7 2001 



Sir: 



RFSPONSE TO Py STRTCTION RFOIITREMENT 



In response to the Office Action dated September 11, 2001, Applicant provisionally 
elects Group I, claims 1-15, for initial examination on the merits with traverse for the reasons 
that follow. Claims 1-60 are currently pending in the application. 



In the Office Action 



dated September 11, 2001, restriction was required between the 



following: 

Group I, claims 1-15, drawn to a therapeutic composition; 
Group II, claims 16-30, drawn to a vaccine adjuvant; 
Group III, claims 31-45, drawn to an anti-endotoxin; 
Group IV, claims 46-60, drawn to a growth promoter. 

The independent claims 1 , 16, 3 1 and 46 are reproduced below for the Examiner's 
convenience. 

1. A preventive or remedy for infection comprising a sugar cane-derived extract as an 

active ingredient. 

16. A vaccine adjuvant comprising a sugar cane-derived extract as Un active ingredient. 
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3 1. An anti-endotoxin agent comprising a sugar cane-derived extract as an active 
ingredient. 

46. A growth promoter comprising a sugar cane-derived extract as an active ingredient. 

The present application is the U.S. national stage of a PCT application. Therefore, PCT 
Rule 13 should be applied to determine the unity of invention in this patent application. The test 
for a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13 is whether the claims include the same 
or corresponding special technical features. 

In addition, according to MPEP § 1893.03(d), 

The principles of unity of invention are used to determine the types of claimed 
subject matter and the combinations of claims to different categories of invention that are 
permitted to be included in a single international or national stage patent application. The 
basic principle is that an application should relate to only one invention or, if there is 
more than one invention, that applicant would have a right to include m a single 
application only those inventions which are so linked as to form a single general 

inventive concept. i • 4.- 

A group of inventions is considered linked to form a single general inventive 
concept where there is a technical relationship among the inventions that involves at least 
one common or corresponding special technical feature. The expression special technical 
features is defined as meaning these technical features that define the contnbution which 
each claimed invention, considered as a whole, makes over the pnor art. 

Therefore, the Examiner should look to the features of the claims and make a 
determination as to whether among these claimed features, there is a common special technical 
feature which links the claims to form a single inventive concept. 

In the present application, all the pending claims include a common special technical 
feature "a sugar cane-derived extract as an active ingredient ." Accordingly, pending claims 1-60 
should be examined together since all the pending claims satisfy the unity of invention 
requirement under PCT rule 13. Favorable consideration and withdrawal of the restriction 
requirement is respectfully requested. 
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A speedy and favorable first Office Action on merit is respectfully solicited. 



KNOBLE & YOSHIDA, LLC 
Eight Penn Center- Suite 1350 
1628 John F. Kennedy Boulevard 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
(215)599-0600 

Customer No. 21302 



Respectfully submitted. 




Kevin J. Dunfeavy 
Registration No. 32,024 



Date: ^)^, / / , ^cro ) 
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